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Religious Controversy in India. 


A very curious controversy has lately taken place in. 
Calcutta, between the niissionaries and the celebrated | 
Ram Mohun Roy. This latter personage is a native of | 
india, and distinguished for his opulence, his superior | 
talents, his very great learning, and especially for hav- | 
ing, of his own accord, early renounced the theology of | 


his countrymen, and asserted the doctrine of the divine 





unity. 

Hi first writings were designed to prove, that the 
ancient books of Hindu theology, in their original state, 
id not sanction polytheism, noridol worship. These, 
he contended, were additions, which had been engraft- 
ed into the primitive system, deformed its simplicity, 
and corrupted its purity. About five years ago he pub- 
lished in the English language, extracts from the Vedas, 
or the Sacred Books of the Hindus, for the purpose of 
establishing this point.* 

In the course of the late controversy, speaking of him- 
self in the third person, he says that ‘ although he was 
born a Bramin, he renounced idolatry at a very early 
period of his life, but published at that time a treatise in 
Arabian and Persian, against the system, and nosooner 
acquired a tolerable knowledge of the English, than he 
made his desertion of idol worship known to tbe chris- 
tian world by his English publications ; a renunciation 
which, | am sorry to say, brought severe difficulties 
upon him, by exciting the displeasure of his parents, 
and subjecting him te the dislike of his mear, as well 
as distant relations, and to the hatred of nearly all bis 
countrymen for several years.” After this period, he 
earnestly engaged in the study of christianity, but of- 
ten expressed the difficulties which occurred to bun re- 
epecting some of the abstruce doctrines taught by the 
Missionaries. In regard to the doctrine of the trinity in 
particular, he declared, after mature examination, that 
if this were essential to christianity, the whole scheme 
would be to him insurmountable. !t resembled so 
much the polytheism of the Hindu religion, which he 
had labored to disprove, that he could not consider it 
as making any part of a system of divine truth, which 
proceeded from God, and which inculcated the worship 


| graph of this Appeal is all for which we have room, but 


iscure and metaphysical dogmas, the author con- 


answer, entitled, An Appeal to the Christian Public, 
in defence of ** The Precepts of Jesus.” One para- 


this acquaints us with faéts of the bighest importance. 
After several spirited and sensible remarks, mecting 
the objections of his opponents, and reminding them of 
the dissensions and bitter persecutions, which had pre- 
vailed among christians, wholly on account of their ob- 


tinues: 

** Besides, the compiler residing on the same spot 
where European Missionary gentlemen and others, for 
a period of upwards of twenty years, have been, with a 
view to promote christianity, distributing in vain a- 
mong the natives, numberless copies of the complete 
Bible, written in different language, could not be alto- 
gether ignorant of the cause of their disappoiniment.— 
He has seen with regret, thal they have complelely coun- 
teracied their own benevolent efforts, by introducing all 
the dogmas and mysteries teught in christian churches, to 
people by no means prepared to feceive them and that 
they have heen so ineaulious and inconsiderale in their 
attempts to enlighten the natives of India, as to address 
their instructions to them in the same way, as if they 
were reasoning with persons brought up in a christian 
country; with those dogmatica] notions imbided from 
their infancy. The consequence has ‘been, that the 
natives in general, instead of benefitting by the perusal 
of the Bible, copies of which they always receive gratis, 
exchange them very often fer blank paper; and gener- 
ally use several of the dogmatieal terms, in their native | 
language, as a mark of slight, in an irrevercnt manner . 
the mention of whach is repugnant to my feelings. Sa- 
bat, an eminently learned, but grossly unprincipled A- 
rab, whom our divines supposed that they bad convert- 


a 

One important inquiry which suggests itself upo» 
reading these words is, why was the I’salmist thus anx- 
ious to receive his sentence from God? It may be an- 
swered that David had seen enough of men to warn 
him against their ficklenese, cruelty and revenge.— 
He had been greviously persecuted by his enemies— 
forsaken by his friends, and thus subjected to the pains 
of chagrin, disappointment and dispair, But he had 
realized the goodness, compassion end mercy of God. 
He knew that the divine Being was unchangeably as 
well as oniversally good, and while he asserts that the 
tender mercy of God is over al! his works, he fails 
not to say that this “* mercy endureth foreyer.”?) When 
he had done wrong, and Gad, his seer, in the name of 
the Lord, said unto him, ** shall seven years of famine 
come unto thee in thy land? o: wilt thow flee three 
months before thine enemics, while they pursue thee? 
or that there be three days’ péetilence in thy lend,” 
he returned for answer, ** | am in a great strait; let us 
fall now into the hand-of the Lord ; for his mercics are 
great, and let me not fall into the hand of man.” Ia 
this answer he manifests his confidence in the mercy of 
God, and his apprehensions of the injustice and cruelty, 
by which his enemies were too often influenced. And 
we here plainly see why David would be im. the hand 
of God, rather than man. Because the mercies of the 
Lord are great. And this is the reason why be prayed 
that his sentence might come forth from the divine pre- 
sence. 

Bat our subject admits of another inquiry, viz. if 
God were the being which. he has been represented te 
be; would Dawid have prayed that Le might be sev- 
tenced by hum? - Bad: as wan is, would not David as 
willingly have been sentenced by tim as by God, if the 
character which has been attributed to God be bis true 





ed to Christianity, and whom they of course instructed 
in all the doctrines and dogmas, wrote, a few years 
ago, a treatise m Arabic, against those very dogmas, | 
and printed himself, and published several huudred co- 
pies of this very work. And another Mussulman, of 
the name of Ena’ et Abmud, a man of respectable fam- 





character? Soppose that ‘the Calvinistic doctrine of 
election and reprobation be true, what possible induce- 
ment could David have had to prayy.** let my sen- 
tence come forth from thy presence ?”? He knew not 
that he was one of the elect; and as ovr Divines in- 
form us that there are more reprobates than chosen ones, 


ily, who is still alive, speedily retarned to Mabometan- he had no reason to suppose that he was as likely to 
ism from Christianity, pleading that he-had not been a- be saved as demned. Now if David supposed, that 
ble to reconcile to bis understanding, certain dogmas, there were any probability of God's answeriug the 


‘hot inserted, as well as the moral and preceptive.— | 





of one Supreme Being. And although it would not P ' 

seem that his manioaie have ocubebien him to a belief, which were imparted to him.” Baltimore Paper. 
of this mystery, yet a writer in a late English publica- | 
tion says, ‘* there appears every reason to believe, that | 
he is, in the honest persuasion of his own mind, a chris- | 


tian, and entertains no doubt of the divine authority of A word to the Sinner. 
Jesus, and the truth of the revelation.”t 


More than a year ago, Ram Mobun Roy published in| ‘The Lord does not ask of thee burnt offerings, nor 
Calcutta, a work, The Precepts of Jesus, the Guide to| calves of a year old, nor thousands of rams, nor ten 
Peace and Happiness. This consisted of compilations | thousand rivers of oil; nor does he demand thy first 
from the four Gospels, embracing the sermon on the _born for thy transgressions, nor the fruit of thy body 
mount, and nearly all the moral precepts and imstruc-! for the sin of thy soul. But the Lord requires three 
tions of Christ. To this treatise, one of the missiona- | things : 1st. To do justly. 2d. To love mercy, and, 
ries, supposed to be the Rev. J. Marshman, replied, 99, To walk humbly with God. H. B. 
and made serious objections, chiedy on the ground, | 
that the doctrinal parts of the New Testament were | 
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Ram Mohun Roy immediately came forward. with an | 





: areemee > | Remarks on Pslams xvii. 2. 
Other particulars respecting this subject may be | 


seen in the first volume of the Miscellany—p. 75. ( Let my séntence come forth from thy presence.” 
And, as if he) 


; 


+t Monthly repository, vol. xvi. for August, 1621,| Thus prayed David, king of Israel. 


p- 478. To this work we are chiefly indebted for the; would attach much importance to the entreaty, he’ 
facts contained in the present article, respecting the | prays, “* O Lord, aiiend unio my cry; give ear unto 
controversy in Calcutfa. 


my prayer.”’ 


| prayer which he offered, he certainly run a great risk 
| in praying as he did, for according to orthodoxy, where 
“there was one chance of the sentence being favorable 
| to him, there were two, or more that it would consign 

him 4o the controul of inifnriated demos forever. But 
| if David supposed that God would not auswer bis pray- 
‘er, we see no reason why he should offer it. 


| Again. Wf David bad believed, as many believe, 
“that the just punishment of sin is endless misery, how 
could he have prayed that his sentence might come 
forth from God’s presence ? People have found fault with 
us ‘for not believing that sin is an infinite evil, and that’ 
, the just recompense of each crime is wn infinite ponist- 
iment. Now we say, we think David did not believe 
it. Did David pray for the sentence of enii}ess tor- 
ment? The rational answer is bo; be’ desired salva- 
tion. Then it is evident that he did not believe’ that 
the just punishment of sin is endless torment. THe was 
eurely a sinner; and he prayed that his sentence might 
come from God. Does it not appear evident that he 





believed that all the sentence which would be executed 


upon him would be for his benefit? It might be pain- 
ful; but it would be salatary. Every man in ‘his sen- 
ses, believing as David did, would pray as he did. — 
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pose the doctrine of Universalism in this age of the 
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We enbmit to the extraction of a tooth, or the ampula- 
tion of a limb; and wonder some Circumstances we 
snight pray earnestly for a surgeon to perform these op- 
erations upon us; but every person knows that we 
should do this because we should expect to obtain a 
greater good than could Le obtained in any other way. 
Fvery reasobable person will readily acknowledge that 
the just inference from what has been said is, that Da- 
vid believed inno punishment but that which is discipli- 
nary. And this is the only principle upon which his 
prayer will seem reasonable and sincere. 

The objector will now say, that David believed that 
the punishment which he should suffer would be disci- 
plinary, but this will not prove, he thinks, that the 
punisbment which the wicked suffer will be of the same 
kind. The answer to this objection involves several 
considerations. Ilow could David believe that the 
poniehment of the wicked would not be discipli- 
nery, and think that his would be? Was not David 
wicked? Did he not confess his wickedness? What 
reason had he, then, to think that God would punish 
him for his profit, and other sinners, some of whom per- 
laps were not so bad as he, without a design to benefit 
them? The objector may say that David was: peni- 
tent sinner. So was Judas. Then the same argument 
(and it is a very good one,) that the opposer uses in fa- 
vor of the salvation of David, is equally conclusive in 
favor of the salvation of Judas, And can it be proved 
that all sinners will not finally repent? Can it not be 
proved that they all will repent? Again, the opposer 
makes David violate one of the great commandments 
on which hang all the Jaw and the prophets. If David 
Joved his neighbor as he did himself, he would be no 
more opposed to praying for his neighbor's benefit than 
for his own. And, therefore, the objector ought not to 
say that David would expect a blessing, or pray for or 
desire it more for himself than for any of his fellow sin- 
ners. And furthermore, does not the objector impeach 
the character of God by making hia a respector of per- 
sons? The objector not only represents the divine 
Being as punisluvg one sinner infinitely more severely 
than many others who perhaps were no Jess wicked 
ivan be, but as punishing him from an entirely differ- 
ent motive—a motive etamped with wickedness, and 
condemned by every law of justice and humanity. 

it has already been hinted, that the reason why Da- 
vid would have his sentence come forth from the Divine 
presence, was because he had seen enough to convince 
him of the injustice and cruelty of man. This will be 
:endered still more apparent if we notice what David's 
opposers said of his soul. See Psalms iii. 2. ** Many 
there be which say of my soul, ‘here is no help for him 
an God.” This is the sentence of man. Another in- 





ce a 















Bot brethren, oursubject bids-us rejoice. We are not 
finally to be judged by man. And-we may rest assur- 
ed that all the sentence which comes to us from God 
will be for out benefit. Let ustake courage, although 
we are surrounded by our opposers. « ‘* If God be for 
us, who can be against us?” We never shall be ina 
\vituation whete the mercy of God cannot reach us.— 
| Some of his dispensations may be dark and painful.— 


| 
| But we may say with the poet: 





| 


‘6 Ye fearful saints, fresh courage take, 
The clouds you so much dread, 

Are big with mercy, and shal] break 
In blessings on your head. 


Judge not the Lord by feeble sense ; 
But trust him for his grace, 
Bebind a frowning providence, 


He hides a smiling face.” RIcHARDS. 


—_—— () 


(The following is from a Biogra- 
phical sketch of Bishop Hoadly, and will serve: to 
shew that his views of the dignity of virtue and cause 
of happiness are not dissimilar to those of Universal- 
ists in general, 


* Hoadly next entered the lists of controversy with 
bishop Atterbury, respecting the tendency of virtue and 
morality to promote the present happiness of man. In 
a published sermon, Atterbury had maintained, that, if 
there were no life after the present, the condition of 
map would be worse than that of the brutes, and that 
the best men would often be the most miserable. Ho- 
adly considered this a dangerous doctrine, and opposed 
to the nature and true dignity of virtue. He proved it 
to be a sound position in morals, that.virtue will al- 
ways be in some degree its own reward, and that, un- 
der any conditions of human existence, the best men 
wil] be on the whole the most happy. The controver- 
sy took a wide range, and several of Atterbury’s senti- 
ments were attacked as unscriptural, and inconsistent 
with themselves. In short, there were but few points 
of agreement between these eminent men. They dis- 
puted on passive obedience, and other topics peculiar 
to the religious and political state of the times.” 
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Foreign Missions. 
Money, at the present day, is considered by the 





stance of this kind is found in Psalms Ixxi. 10, 11. 

‘+ Mine enemies speak against me, and they that lay | 
wait for my soul take counsel together, saying, God 
hath forsaken him.” What powerful reasons had Da- | 
vid to turn to God and pray, ‘let my sentence come | 
forth from thy presence !” But how differs the doc- 
trine of David’s opposers from that of those who op- | 


| 
world? We are now told that God hath reprobated | 
the greater part of his creatures to endless torment.— 
‘Their fate is fixed irrevocably. Is there any help in 
God for the souls of these poor creatures? How quick- 
ly are we accused of error if we intimate that there is 
any probability of the salvation of all mankind. And 
if there is one class of our opposers that would object 
to the doctrine of reprobation as we have stated it, ] | 
see no chance for them to sbew that their doctrine, in | 
many respects at least,is not like the doctrine of David's | 
enemies. They will not allow that God opposes the sal- 
vation of men, neither will they allow that he accom- 
pliches it. For if the creature, say they, will not con- 
form to the conditions God has made, and on which 
he bas rested our eternal state, he must be finally lost. 


friends of Foreign Missions as far more precious, than 
the blood of our immaculate Saviour. The prints, of 
some particular limilarian parties, are constantly re- 
cording and commending the generosity of pious indi- 
viduals, who have contributed a few dollars or cents 
for the salvation of poor beathen souls. We have read 


| accounts of poor widows, who, by abstaining from the 


use of sugar or wearing course cowhide shoes, Lave 
been able at the end of the year to contribute a few 
cents to carry on the great work of salvation in foreign 
countries. Jewels, of all descriptions and many other 
articles, are gratefully received as a help to carry on 
the great work. And lest some waste should be made 
in what might be usefully applied, a new saving frater- 
nily is established, called ** The Missionary Rag Bag 
Society.” The above practices-are highly extoled by 
the Clergy and others, who are daily scouring the mar- 
kets for the most expensive Juxuries they can afford, If 
one cent, as has been often asserted, may be the means 
of saving a poor heathen’ soul, why do some who in- 
dulge this belief potsess so much estate? Why not sa- 
crifice all their possessions that they may increase the 
Lord’s kingdom by thousands? Why select and set 











So if there be any help for the creature's soul, it can- 
not be found in God, according to this. 


aside one Missionary Sheep, one Cow, one acre of land 


| for fhe Lord? * Go and sell all thou hast,” that thou 
|meyest save the multitude of souls, which according to 
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your ewn account are dropping into he}} every oh Re: 











ment, But ah! they would rather feast richly and 
“‘ fare sumptuously every day,” while the sons and 


daughters of poperty are depriving themselves of the 


most common conveniences and necessities of Jife 


is thus they milk the goats for themselves : 


and house. 


‘hold. The incessant demands made upon the pur: 


of the people for the support of * Foreign Missions. 
the education of ** pious indigent young men, for the 
gospel (orthodox) ministry; the aid of « feeble 
churches,” &c. will finally become disgusting, The 
world will be convinced it is buta system of prosely- 
tism. The fact that a Baptist Missionary wil} not ex. 
ert himself to gain a single convert to the Congregation. 
alist or Methodist creed of faith, nor a Congregationalist 
or Methodist to the Roman or Moravian faith, proves 
incontestably it is but a party effort, to gain proselytes 
each to their own system of belief. 1 certainly think 
it an unholy, irreverent practice in detracting so muck 
from the merits and sufferings of Christ, asto employ 
the root of evil for the salvation of souls. The sCrip- 
tures plainly affirm that Christ * gave himself a ransom 
for all to be testified in due time.’ Yet there are mae 
ny either so blind or wilfully perverse as to disbelieve 
this testimony and they are endeavoring to redeem the 
world by human corruption, | sincerely hope they 
will take heed to their ways, that they pervert not the 
ways of God. S. B. E. 
Southboro’, June 18, 1823. 


. 
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“ Put your trust in the Lord.” 
Psalm ix. 5. 

Among the various denominations of christians, very 
few are there who will not acknowledge this to bea 
reasonable proposition. Yet they do not all consent 
to it in the same manner. Calvinists teach that God 
is the enemy ofman. Others teach that he is changes- 
ble, sometimes merciful, and at others, revengeful.— 
Now, amid this variety of different doctrines, | see no 
one that enforces the above proposition in its whole 
extent, save that which is denominated Universalism, 
To support this, we have only to examine those differ- 
ent doctrines which consent to it. Now Calvinism, 
by teaching that God is the enemy of mankind, indu- 
ces men not to put their trust in the Lord. For whe 
that believes that God is a tyrant ¢ an be led to put his 
trustin him? When we are told that God from all 
eternity elected some to be the objects of his favor, 
and reprobated all the rest to endless misery ;—whes 
we are taught that we are totally depraved and inca- 
pable of doing any good action ;—when we are taught 
that those reprobates whom the Lord has chosen the 
objects of his wrath are to suffer the pains of hell for 
ever ;-Can any buman soul be Jed to put its trust in such 
a God? No;—it is contrary to the best affections of 
humanity. Now is it not an absurdity, for teachers 
of such a doctrine, to call upon the people to putdbeir 
trust in the Lord? Yet how frequently is it the case! 
Do we not daily see that those people are the most um 
easy about their future welfare? and do not some of 
them give themselves up to despair? Is this trusting ia 
God? No; they who teach such doctrine participate 
in the effects of it. 

Having considered the doctrine which produces such 
alarming effects in society, | proceed to state the con- 


trary effects which are produced by contrary doe- 
trines. 


The doctrine which clearly states the goodness of 
God, has been considered as a licentious doctrine; 
and to speak against it, has been esteemed better than 
to understand it. Yet after all these obstacles which 
have been set against it, it must be confessed, that it 


| does tend to the happiness of mankind, and to lead us 


to consider the goodness of God. Besides, the serip- 






















tuges declare in the most emphatic language, that 
‘« God is Love,” and all nature speaks forth the same. 
If we trace back to the former ages, his goodness, we 
shall find him to have been the same. It is by consid- 
ering the past, that we judge of the future; and, if 
God has been, and still continues to be, ** Good unto 
all, and his tender mercies to be over all his works,” 
what reason have we to doubt that he will continue so 
jn a future state? Now when things are set in this 
clear light, how absurd it is to doubt his goodness. If 
we consider, then, that God is our friend, that he re- 
quires our happiness, that he afflicts but to reform us, 
can we refrain from: trusting in him ? 

Another sentiment supposes that God has put it into 
man’s power to gain eternal Jife, and if he do not, he 
will be endlessly miserable. This leads man to suppose 
that God is not the one in whom he is to trust, but he 
jis to trust in himself. Such a sentiment produces sevy- 
eral bad effects, which it is not worth while to mention 
here. 

But to conclude, if any one wil] examine the various 
doctrines which are held up as pure religion, he will 
perceive none so well calculated to promote genuine 
holiness, as the one which teaches that God is the 
friend of man. It does not teach, (as many have false- 
Jy reported,) that sin goes unpunished, nor does it 
teach that sin is a pleasant path to tread,—but on the 


intulieeainnmiinan’ 
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stuffed with schism, sedition and cruelty.” One of the 
members describes the day of fasting itself in the follow- 
ing terms :—‘ This day was the best that | have seen 
since I came to England.—We spent from nine to five 
very graciously. After Dr. Twisse had begun with a 
very brief prayer, Mr. Marshall prayed large fwo hours, 
most divinely confessing the sins of the members of the 
Assembly, in a wonderful, pathetic, and prudent way ; 
after Mr. Arrowsmith preached an hour ; then a psalm ; 
thereafter Mr. Vines prayed nearly two hours, and Mr. 
Palmer preached an hour, and Mr. Seaman prayed {wo 
hours; than a psalm. After which Mr. Sonicvens 
brought them to a sweet conference of the heat confes- 
sed in the Assembly, and other seen faulls to be rem- 
edied, and the conveniency to preach against all seets, 
especially Anabaptists and Antinomians. Dr. Twisse 
closed with a short prayer and blessing. God was so 
evidently in all this exercise, that we expect certainly 
a blessing both in our matters of assembly and whole 
kingdom.”—See Let/ers and Journals of Rer. Rowert 
BAYLEY, Vol. ii. p. 18. 

In referring to these censures of this Reverend As- 
sembly, we must make all proper allowances for the 
prejudices of their writers. 
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The publisher of this paper, informs his patrons and 
the public, that he has taken his brother Mr, ABE. 





contrary, it expressly declares, that ** he that doeth 
wrong shall receive for the wrong which be bath done,” 
that ‘* the way of the transgressor is hard,” and that | 
the way of virtue is the path of pleasantness, and her 
paths are peace ;”’ and all that God requires of us, ia, | 
**to do justly, love mercy, and walk humbly with 
him.” J. F. M. 


——w 0 eae 


(F The following is a note to the 


Sermons of Mr. Gray, of Roxbury, on the religious 
opinions of the present day. 


Many Christians attach an undue veneration to the 
Assembly’s Catechism, as though it were of authority 
almost if not quite equal to the Bible. This venera- 
tion would certainly not be increased, were they ac- 


quainted with several facts and circumstances relating | 
to it. 
In a work now extant in Harvard College Library, | 


entitled ** The late Assembly of Divines* Confession of 
Faith examined, as it was presented by them unto the 
Parliament, wherein many of their excesses and de- 
fects, of their confusion, and disorders, of their errors 
and contradictions, are presented both by themselves & 
ethers—by W. Parker—London, 1651,” (12 mo.) we 
are told that—in his Majeety’s Proclamation of June 
22, 1643, the far greatest part of them are said to be 
““men of no learning or reputation; and no set of 
clergy (says Dr. Grey) ever deserved it more.” 

Lord Clarendon, in his History, vol. 1, p. 530, has 
the following assertion—** About twenty of them were 
reverend and worthy persons, and episcopal in their 
judgments ; bat as to the remainder, they were but pre- 
tenders in divinity: some were infamous in their lives 
and conversations, and most of them of very mean 
parts and learning, if not of scandalous ignorance, and 
of no other reputation than that of malice to the Church | 
of England.” 
_“ The original records of the Assembly, in Dr. Wil- 
liams" library, London, (says a reverend and respected 
friend) which F have seen, only serve to show that they 
had many debates, found it difficult to decide upon e 
measure, or agree upon an opinion, and perhaps were 
reldom unanimous. When these difficulties were most 








realized, and lamented by them, they proposed a day 
of General Fasting and Prayer for divine direction: 
and petitioned the two Houses of Parliament to ap- 
point one—upon which petition Bishop Kenn¢t passes 
the following censure :—* Impartially speaking, it is 











Bowrn, into partnership, and that the establishment 
will be continued under the firm of H. & A. Bowen.— 
Rev. Hosra BAttov, Rev. Hosea BALiov, 2d. and 
Rev Tuomas WHITTEMORE, will continue to edit the 
pauper. 

Owing to our not receiving new type in season for 
this number—the Magazine of this week does not an- 
pear with the improvement which was intended ; but 
the next number will be printed on entire new type ; 
and it is hoped and confidently believed that the typo- 
graphical improvements, together with the deduction 
of fifty cents to those who pay in advance, will be a suf- 
ficient inducement to warrant further patronage.— 
Thanks are returned for the generous patronage which 
we have already received, which has mdeed exceeded 
our most sanguine expectations and which prompts us 
to greater energy and zeal in the cause of truth. ‘There 
are yet many delmquents among our subscribers. We 
desire that all subcriptions now due, may be remitted 
immediately ; especially, those who are in arrears fcr 
former volumes are reminded that the commencement 


{of a new firm renders it indispensably necessary that a 


settlement should be made. 
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The Calvinistic Way of doing Good. 

The following called, ** .4 way to do Guod,” was first 
published in the ‘* Youth’s Herald,” and sfterwarde 
copied into the ** Christian Mirror,” a Calvinistic Bap- 
fiet publication, printed at Portland, Me. 


—s 


A WAY TO DO GOOD, 


Always keep by you some of the following 
books, and lend or give, or sell them ata low 
price, to the careless, and endeavor to get them 
to read them, and when you visit them, ask 
them about the book—if they have read it 
through ? what parts of it they like best,&c. And 
it may be money put out on good interest: 

Alleine’s Alarm——Doddridge’s Rise and Pro- 
gress of Religion in the Soul—Vincent on the 
Judgment——Baxter’s Saints Rest, and his Call to 
the Unconverted—Boston’s Fourfold State— 
Willson on the Sabbath—Russell’s Seven Ser- 
mons—-Flavel on keeping the Heart—Bunyan’s 
Pilgrim’s Progress—Harriet Newell—Religious 
Tracts—Missionary Catechism, &c.. 

ir It is said that eleven hundred females in 
one city alone in England, go out every Monday 
tu lend tracts, and take up those pteviously lent. 


The imposing title of this piece first struck pir eyes: 
“ 64 way fo dv Good.” On reading farther we’ found 
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this good was to be done by the circulation of Books, 
but we were surprised to find that the Bible, that ray — 
of light which shines on us from heaven, is kept out of 
sight. Now we thinks that the title of the piece which 
we have extracted, should be altered. It should be, 
“* Away to disseminate Calvinesm.” If this had been 
the title, we should not have expected to find the Bible 
mentioned in the catalogue; and therefore should not 
have been disappointed. 

The angel from heaven, as recorded in the Scriptures, 
eaid tothe Shepherds, ** Fear Not.” Calvinism alarms 
and terrifies many and drives them to dispair. The 
first book found in the catalogue above, ie ‘* Alleine’s 
Alarm /” \t sounds much like the system it is design- 
ed to support. Another and the last book found in the 
catalogue is—‘* Missionary Catechism.” These books 
are written by those who compass sea and land to 
make proselytes, who are, if possible, two-fold more 
the children of hell than those who are the instruments 
of their change. 

A virtuous woman, says Solomon, ** looketh well to 
the ways of her household.” If those eleven hundred 
females in one city alone in England, who go out every 
Monday to lend tracts, and take up those previously 
lent, had read the Bible as much as ** Alliene’s Alarm,”’ 
** Missionary Catechism,” &c. &c. &c. they would 
know how to spend their time better. 

What crime has that city in England committed, 
that it should be tormented with a plague not much 
dissimilar to that of the locusts which came upon 
Pharaoh ? p RicHARDS, 
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Finally Impenitent. 


As much has been said and written concerning the 
Finally Impeniteni, and as people often speak of such 
a character in a way to object to the doctrine of the 
salvation of al] men, and as many honest inquirers afte; 
truth, who are ignorant of the doetrine of Universal- 
ism, but whose dispositions are favorable (o if have vainly 
lubored to ascertain how those wio are forever wicked 
can ever be happy, it ecems necessary to give to the 
subject before us afew moments of calm and unbias- 
sed consideration. 

And first, we may be permitied to ask where people 
first got the idea that some of the human race will be 
forever impenitent. The words finally impenifent, fi- 
nal impenitence, forever impeniient, never penilent, 
are not to be found in the Scriptures. ‘They were as- 
sociated iv this way by the wisdom ofthis world whioh 
cometh to novgbt. The word * impenitent”~-we 
think occurs only once in the whole Bible, and then it 
surely implies nothing like final impenitence. See Ro- 
mans ii. 5, ** But after thy hardness and impenilen: 
heart, treasurest up unto thyself wrath,” &c. Is there 
any thing here about final impenitence ? Not one word. 
A person can as easily prove that the prodiga] son nev- 
er repented, as the doctrine of final impenitence by 
Abis patsage of scripture. Does Paul say that this im- 
penitent heart never will be penitent? No, Have 
not the hearts of all men at some period of time been 
impenitent? Why then can we not 6s conclusively 
prove from this passage that all meu will be finally im- 
penitent, as that one will? 

But men imbibed the idea of final impenitence as 
they did that of eternal wisery. They found neither in 
the bible. Every one can see that the two ideas are 
twins, and that, they are inseparable from each other. 
Men could not be eternally miserable without being fi- 
nally impenitent, neither could they be Gnally impeni- 
tent without being endlessly miserable. These two 
doctrines are concomitants, relatives of derknees and 
the offspring of a bad spirit. They are alike dishonors- 
ble to God, and alike inimical to map, They are e- 





qually opposed to the spirit of Cnriet, and all good 
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tren. If God answers the most fervent and pious 


prayers that good men have ever offered up to him, 
poth these doctrines must be false. Jeeus died tral 
they might not be true, and the prophets prophecied, 
and the apostles labored for the sme purpose. Now 
“{ is no matter of astonishment (het some people con- 
tend so strenuously for the doctrine of final unpent 
tence, for without it, as we bave shown, that of eter- 
nal misery must be false. All the zeal and bitterness 
with which they contend for the Jatter, will naturally 


fall into the ranks in defence of the former doctrine ; | 


and when people are compelled to give up one, they 
will the other. The spirit and the motives which pro- 


‘duced one of these doctrines produced the other also. 


They receive the samme support from some people and 
they must receive the same-opposition from others.— 
The same arguments that prove one to be false, prove 
the other to be false also, 4f the reader will give his 
attention, we wil) state some of those reasons which in- 
duce us to believe that both these doctrines are false. 

1. God wills the ealvation of all men; ke therefore 
wills that al] men should repent. See 1 Tim. iv. 3, 4. 
2 Peter iii. 9. God is unchangeable : therefore, what 
he wills at one time, be wills also at all times. Now 
if any of the human race are finally impenitent, the will 
of God will never be done, than which a greater absur- 
And if it be decided that the 
will of God will not be done in relation to all mankind, 
how do we know that it will in relation to any? 

2. Jesus died to do the willof God. ‘ | came down 
from heaven,’ says Jesus Christ, ** not to do mine 
own will, but the will of bim that sent me,” Jobn vi. 
38. He also says, ** My meat is to do the will of him 
that sent me and to finish his work,” John iv. 34. As 
it is God’s wil] that all men should repent, so Jesus 
came into the world to bring them all to repentance.— 
Now if Jesus performs the work he came to do, (of 
which there can be no doubt) there will be no Gnally 
impenitent. If we then contend for the doctrine of 


final impenitence, we contend that Jesus Christ will 


not perform the work he came to do. Did he not say, 
that he came to call sinners to repentance? Did he 
not die for all of them? Will be not then, bring them 
all to repentance? Why did all fulness dwell in him? 
Why was a name above every name given to him ?-— 
Are we not informed that ** God hath exalted him to 
be a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to 
Israel,” &c. Acts v. 31. Now is it reasonable to sup- 
pose, that those to whom Jesus is to give repentance, 
he being exalted for the very purpose, will be finally 
impenitent? Let the judicious determine. 

3. The gracious promises of God aré all opposed to 
this doctrine of final impenitence. God promised to 
Abraham, and repeated and confirmed the promise to 
Isaac and Jacob, that al) the nations and families of 
the earth should be blessed in Christ Jesus. When this 
promise is fulfilled, can there be any impenitent ?— 
Reader, ponder this question. If you think there can 
be, ask yourself if all may not be upon the same 
principle. But what is the blessing? Let us see if 
this will not absolutely preclude the possibility of final 
impenitence. St. Peter says, (see Acts iii. 25, 26,) 
That the blessing promised to all the kindreds of the 
earth in Christ Jesus, was the turning away of every 
one of them from bis iniquities. Now if impeniience 
be iniquity, which no one will dispute, and every one, 
as Pet-r states, is to be turned from it, how, and we 
ask in the behalf of common sense, can there be any 
finally impenitent? If those who are learned in all the 
wisdom of this world are not too fond of mystery, or 
too full of pride to consider a plain, simple question, 
we should think they might be convinced. But some 
men have such an invincible fondness for darkness, 
mystery, obscurity, especially in matters of religion, 
that the native simplicity of the gospel, in which its 
greatest beauty and worth consist, is bardly regard- 
ed if it be seen by them. The reader may attend to 
many other gracious promises in the scriptures which 
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we have not room to quote, and be will Gnd them 
equally opposed to the idea of final impentence. 

The objector will tay that although God's promises 
ate not favorable to the idea of final impenitence, yet 
the law may be, for the penalty of this, he thinks, is 
endless misery. We give (wo short answers to this ob- 
jection-—1. The law is not against the promises of | 
Ged. God’s law will not prevent him from fulfilling | 
his promises. It requires notbing inconsistent with the 
| promises. The law of God therefore, gives no proof of | 
ithe doctrine of final Impenitence. 2. David says,’ 
'** The law of the Lord is perfect, converting the soul.” 
Let this decide the question. The perfection of God's 
law consists in its being caleulated to accomplish the; 
purpose for which it.was designed, viz. the conversion | 
of the soul. So again we infer that the law gives no 
proof of the doctrine of final impenitence, but on the 
contrary favors the opposite idea. 

4. All the prophecies are against this doctrine. Da- 
vid says, “* All the ends of the earth shall remember 
and turn unto the Lord.’’ All the ends of the earth 
will then have repented. Will there then be any im- 
penitent? David also says, ‘‘ Al the nations which, 
thou has made shal] come and worship before thee, O| 
Lord, and glorify thy name.” When ail this takes | 


place, who will be impenitent? All the prophecies | 
may be quoted to disprove the doctrine against which | 
we are arguing, but the reader may consult them at | 
his leisure. 

5. Our Saviour informs ws, that “ joy ehall be in 
heaven over one sinner that repenteth, more than over 
ninety and nine just persons, which need no repen-— 
tance.’ If this be true, if the repentance of only one! 
sinner increases the joy of angels in the realms of light | 
and purity, will not their joy be less than it otherwise | 
would be, were any of the humian race to remain final- 
ly impenitent? 

6. ** Jesus shall see of the travail of his soul and be | 
satisfied.” He endured all his sufferings for the re- 
demption of the whole world. If he fail of bringing | 
those to repentance for whom he suffered and died, | 
will he ever see of the travail of his soul and be satisfi- | 
ed? Would Jesus have suffered so uiuch for the sal. | 
vation of the world, had he not desired it? Desiring | 
it, can he be satisfied with the final, the everlasting im- | 
penitence of a part: O man, ungrateful and hard- | 
hearted, say not this of the SonofGod. Attribute not | 
to him the disposition of ademon. Save, O save his 
spotless character from such an imputation. Saviour | 
of sinners, redeem the world, pardon our wickedness, | 
and bless us in thyself forever. Amen. W. 

















FROM A POEM—ENTITLED 


“The Waterfall,” by the Russian 


POET, DERZHAVIN, 


Lo! like a glorious pile of diamonds bright, 
Built on the stedfast cliffs, the waterfall 
Pours forth its gems of pearl aud silver light: 
They sink, they rise, and, sparkling, cover all 
With infinite refulgence ; while its song, 
Sublime as thunder, rolls the woods along— 


Rolls through the woods ;—they send its accents back, 
Whose last vibration in the desert dies : 

its radiance glances o’er the watery track, 

Till the soft wave, as wrapt in slumber; lies 

Beneath the forest—shade; then sweetly flows 

A milky stream, all silent as it goes. 


Its foam is scattered on the margent bound, 
Skirting the darksome wood. But list! the hum 
Of industry, the rattling bammer’s sound, 

Flies whizzing, creaking sluices echoed come 

On the fast-travelling breeze! O no! no voice 
Is heard around, but thy majestic noise ! 


















— an teenage 
When the mad storm-wind tears the ¢ ea 
In thee its shivered fragments Gnd their tomb; od 3 
When rocks are riven by the bolt of thunder, 
As sands they sink into thy mighty womb: | 
The ice, that would imprison thy proud tide, 





Like bits of broken glass is scattered wide, a 
eh hea Ray ie 
The fierce wolf prowls around thee ;there he standy 4 , 
Listening—not fearful, for he nothing fears: Bae: 4 
pare: 


His red eyes burn like fury—kindled brands, 
Like bristles o’er him his course fur he rears ; wn 
Howling, thy dreadful roar he oft repeats, ie 


And more ferocious hastes to bloodier feats, 2 


The wild stag hears thy falling wafers’ sound, 

And tremblingly flies forward, —o’e: her back 

She bends her stately horns,—the noiseless ground 
Her hasty feet impress not,—and her track 

Is lost amidst the tumult of the breeze, 

And the leaves fulling from the rustling trees. 


The wild horse thee approaches in his turn : 

He changes not his proudly rapid stride, 

His main stands up erect——-his nostrils burn-- 
He snorts—he pricks his ears—-and starts aside ; 
Then madly rushing forward to thy steep, 

He dashes down into thy torrents deep. 


* ¢ 2 ¢ 2s * &© & ? 2 @ *& 


Roar, roar, thou Waterfall! lift up thy voice 
Even to the clouded regions of the skies: 

Thy brightuess and thy beauty may rejoice} 
Thy music charms the eurs,—thy light the eyes; 
Joy giving torrent! sweetest memory 

Receives a freshness and a strength from thee, 


Roll on! no clouds shall on thy waters lie 
Darkling ; no gloomy thunder—tempest b: cak 
Over thy face: let the black night-dews fly 
Thy smiles, and sweetly let thy murmurs speak 
In distance and in nearness: be it thine 

To bless with usefulness, with beauty shine. 


Thou parent of the Waterfall ! proud river! 
Thou northern thunderer, Suna! hurrying on 
In mighty torrent from the heights, and ever 
Sparkling with glory in the gladdened sun, 
Now dashing from the mountain to the plain, 
And scattering purple fire, aud sapphire rain. 


°Tis momentary vehemence: thy course 

Is calm and soft and silent, clear and deep 
Thy stately waters rol]; in the proud foree 
Of unpretending majesty they sweep 

The sideless marge, and brightly, tranquilly 
Bear their rich tributes to the grateful sea. 


Thy stream, by baser waters unalloyed, 
Washes the golden banks that o’er thee smile; 
Until the cleer Ouega drinks its tide, 

And swells while welcoming the glorious spoil : 
O, what a sweet and soul-composing scene, 
Clear as the cloudless heav’ns, and as serene! 








MARRIED, 

In this city, by the Rev. Hosea Ballou, Mr. Edward 
Shepherd to Mrs. Mary Haskins. , 

In Hardwick, Mass. on the 9th inst. Rev. Jous 
BisBk, of Brookfield, to Miss MeRcy Rucexes, of the 
former place. 

By the Rev. Mr. Lowell, Hon. William Crafts, of 
Charleston, S. C. to Miss Caroline Crafts Holmes. 

By the Rev. Dr. Baldwin, Mr, Nathaniel Delano to 
Miss Sarah G. Thompson. 

















DIED, 

In this city, Mrs. Deborah Marre, formerly of Dux- 

bury, aged 25. Mr. Michael Murpey. William Henry, 
only son of Edward Pelouze. 





